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applaud the work that pro-life preg-
nancy centers are doing, and I will con-
tinue to be an advocate for them and
for life.

——

CELEBRATING CONGRESSWOMAN
MARCY KAPTUR

(Ms. SANCHEZ asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) |

Ms. SANCHEZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to celebrate my dear friend,
MARCY KAPTUR, from the Ninth Dis-
trict of Ohio.

Earlier today, the Speaker and mi-
nority leader honored MARCY for hit-
ting a historic milestone. She is the
longest serving woman in the history
of the House, which is quite an accom-
plishment.

Ever since joining Congress, MARCY
has been blazing trails, and I have been
honored to know her for many years
and to work with her on important
issues impacting working families.

She has been a steadfast advocate for
labor unions, fighting to ensure that
hardworking men and women get paid
a decent wage, and she has been fight-
ing efforts to ship good American jobs
overseas. MARCY knows that labor
unions are a critical part of our coun-
try, creating a middle class and moving
us all forward.

She has also been a strong advocate
for our military and national security.

Her work is far from done. I know she
will continue to be a powerful voice in
our Caucus, and I look forward to
many more years working with MARCY
on issues that are important to the
American people.

——

THE WALK UP MOVEMENT

(Mr. STIVERS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Speaker, as co-
chairman of the House Civility and Re-
spect Caucus, I want to talk about
something that people aren’t talking
about today.

There is a movement called the walk
up movement, where a lot of Kkids
around this country are taking action.
They are walking up to the kid who
sits alone and asking him to join their
group. They are walking up to the kid
who never has a voluntary partner and
asking them to be the partner. They
are walking up to teachers and saying,
“thank you.” They are walking up to
people and just being nice.

Civility and respect is for everyone.
It makes a difference in our lives.
There are a lot of people recognizing a
lot of things today, but I just want to
recognize, today, that the walk up
movement is constructive, it is helpful,
and it is going to change people for the
better.

———
HONORING CONGRESSWOMAN
MARCY KAPTUR

(Mr. RYAN of Ohio asked and was
given permission to address the House
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for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today to honor our colleague from
Ohio, Congresswoman MARCY KAPTUR,
who has become the longest serving
woman in the United States House of
Representatives. She is from Toledo,
Ohio.

I want to rise today to recognize
being able to see someone of her cal-
iber for so many years contribute so
greatly. The World War II monument
on The Mall here in Washington, D.C.,
was a long-term project that she start-
ed and she finished.

Those of us who represent working
class people in Ohio know Marcy, re-
spect Marcy. She is tough, she is
smart, and she has one of the biggest
hearts in this Chamber.

This is what I love about her: she is
not afraid to say the word ‘‘union’’ and
to recognize the power of working peo-
ple coming together to bring economic
justice to our society.

Mr. Speaker, we salute Ms. KAPTUR’S
service and look forward to many,
many more years ahead working on be-
half and for those working class fami-
lies in Ohio.

———

HONORING OFFICER RYAN
MORTON

(Mrs. HARTZLER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mrs. HARTZLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor the life and to applaud
the heroism of Clinton Police Officer
Ryan Morton, who gave his life last
week protecting the citizens of Clinton,
Missouri.

Ryan was beloved by all. He was a
veteran who fought in Afghanistan, an
ardent Royals fan, and a dedicated law
enforcement officer who stepped up to
serve his community as a full-time po-
lice officer after the tragic death of an-
other Clinton police officer named
Gary Michael. Sadly, Officer Morton
lost his life 7 months to the day after
Officer Michael was Kkilled.

Officer Morton embodied what we all
should emulate: dedication, patriotism,
service, and a willingness to lay down
one’s life for others.

We mourn the loss, but we celebrate
Ryan’s life.

May the Lord comfort his family and
the Clinton Police Department, and
may his example inspire us all.

——

NORTH CAROLINA CENTRAL UNI-
VERSITY MEN’'S BASKETBALL
TEAM CHAMPS

(Mr. BUTTERFIELD asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I
rise with great pride to congratulate
the North Carolina Central University
men’s basketball team for winning the
2018 Mid-Eastern Athletic Conference
Basketball Tournament. NCCU, Mr.
Speaker, is located in Durham, North
Carolina. For the second successive
yvear, the NCCU Eagles won the MEAC
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tournament, by defeating the Hampton
University Pirates 71 to 63.

As a proud alumnus of NCCU, I was
delighted to cheer the entire team, the
players, the coaches, and staff during
their outstanding performance in one
of the Nation’s most popular college
athletic tournaments.

The basketball program has benefited
from the exceptional leadership of
Head Coach LeVelle Moton and Ath-
letic Director Dr. Ingrid Wicker-
McCree.

I want to reiterate, Mr. Speaker, how
proud I am of the NCCU men’s basket-
ball team and the entire Eagle family
on this historic win. The hard work of
the team and the unwavering support
of Eagle pride and Chancellor Dr. John-
son Akinleye, NCCU students, and the
faculty and all of the staff have made
this accomplishment possible.

I wish this great team much success
as they embark upon the NCAA tour-
nament.

Go Eagles.

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD
the names of the players, the coaches,
and the staff.

NORTH CAROLINA CENTRAL UNIVERSITY 2017—
2018 MEN’S BASKETBALL ROSTER

Larry McKnight, Jr.; C.J. Wiggins; Zacarry
Douglas; Brandon Goldsmith; Jordan Per-
kins; Reggie Gardner, Jr.; Rashann London;

Alston Jones; Alex Mills; Pablo Rivas;
Raekwon Harney; Marius McAllister;
Dominique Reid; Raasean Davis; John
Guerra.

COACHING STAFF

LeVelle Moton, Head Coach, Men’s Basket-
ball; Luke D’Alessio, Assistant Coach, Men’s
Basketball; Reggie Sharp, Assistant Coach,
Men’s Basketball; Eric Wilson, Assistant
Coach, Men’s Basketball; LaRon Parks, Di-
rector of Basketball Operations.

———

NIFLA V. BECERRA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2017, the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. HARRIS) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the major-
ity leader.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, before I
begin, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days in which to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material on the topic of my Special
Order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Maryland?

There was no objection.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, next
Tuesday, March 20, the Supreme Court
will hear oral arguments for the case
NIFLA v. Becerra. At issue is a Cali-
fornia law that requires medically li-
censed pro-life pregnancy centers to
advertise for and to promote the abor-
tion industry by posting notices alert-
ing clients that the State of California
provides free or low-cost abortions.
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This law blatantly violates the Free
Speech Clause of the First Amendment.
The government may never compel
anyone, including pregnancy centers,
to make statements with which they
disagree. This is clearly and blatantly
unconstitutional, and courts across the
Nation agree.

When abortionists sought to compel
the speech of pregnancy centers in
other jurisdictions, their laws were not
allowed to stand. In fact, in 2009, in my
home State of Maryland, a Baltimore
city ordinance required pregnancy cen-
ters to post signs in their waiting
rooms stating that they do not refer
for abortions. This January, the
Fourth Circuit Court of Appeals ruled
unanimously that this law is unconsti-
tutional. Judge Wilkinson said that the
ordinance compels ‘‘a politically and
religiously motivated group to convey
a message fundamentally at odds with
its core belief and its mission.”

Similar laws have been tried in Aus-
tin, Texas; Montgomery County, Mary-
land; and New York City. These laws,
too, have been partially or fully invali-
dated. Even the California law in ques-
tion has already been found to violate
freedom of speech.

While the Federal case was advancing
to the Supreme Court, a parallel track
was being pursued at the State level. In
October of last year, Judge Gloria
Trask found that the law violated arti-
cle I, section 2 of the California Con-
stitution. In fact, she granted an in-
junction that prevents California from
enforcing the law. She said the ‘‘speech
required by the FACT Act is unques-
tionably compelled and content based.”
It forces the clinic to point the way to
the abortion clinic and can leave pa-
tients with the belief that they were
referred to an abortion clinic provider
by that pro-life pregnancy center.
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Now, instead of seeking to silence
pro-life pregnancy centers, people in
every community should celebrate and
support their work. They provide vital
free or low-cost care to wvulnerable
women and children. So today we are
here to talk about how pro-life preg-
nancy centers help mothers in our
communities, giving them real choice.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from California (Mr. LAMALFA), who
organized this Special Order with me,
for comments he might make.

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, I am
proud and pleased to join with Dr. HAR-
RIS in this effort. Now, at this point,
130 of our colleagues have signed on to
the petition to the Supreme Court to
let them know that we believe this is
morally wrong.

What we have: Again, as a California
legislator, I have experience with the
efforts our State legislators have done
in the past and currently with Assem-
bly Bill 775, which is known as the Re-
productive FACT Act—fact, indeed—as
Dr. HARRIS mentioned, requiring Ili-
censed medical centers that offer free
pro-life help to pregnant women to
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then have to post written advertise-
ments promoting the availability of
free or low-cost abortions subsidized by
the State of California.

It also requires nonmedically 1i-
censed centers to note, in multiple lan-
guages, that they do not have a med-
ical provider on staff, which is kind of
interesting due to the places that pro-
vide abortions having lower standards
for medical care and standards for the
doctors on staff to have to be overseen.
It is very interesting, the double stand-
ard for that type of healthcare, as you
would call it, versus other healthcare
centers at abortion clinics. Yet they
want to point out that there wouldn’t
be a medical provider on staff at these
pro-life places, which aren’t required to
have them anyhow.

So the court will consider whether
these disclosures required by the Re-
productive FACT Act, by the California
Legislature, violate the free speech
clause of the First Amendment. Indeed,
it is a blatant violation. The govern-
ment has no business forcing private
citizens or anyone else to promote an
ideology that violates their beliefs.

The whole purpose of these preg-
nancy centers is to provide free pro-life
help to prospective mothers, not to
serve as a billboard for abortions. If
anyone needed further proof of the
moral degradation in California’s State
government, this is exhibit A.

The Supreme Court must set a prece-
dent, as lower courts have already
done, as Dr. HARRIS mentioned. They
must set a precedent that we will not
watch, we will not stand by and watch
as California’s liberal elites bully any-
one into giving up their constitu-
tionally protected freedoms under the
First Amendment.

Indeed, I want to thank Dr. HARRIS
and all of the rest of my colleagues you
will hear from here tonight for stand-
ing up on this issue, helping to not
only bail out California’s irrespon-
sibility, but, more importantly, to
stand up for the rights of people who
are trying to save lives and provide
positive counseling to those who find
themselves in crisis.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Dr. HARRIS for
this Special Order.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from California for his
comments.

Mr. Speaker, we need to remind peo-
ple that these pro-life pregnancy cen-
ters are private entities. They run on
private donations. They provide serv-
ices at no charge to these mothers. In
some pregnancy centers—a lot of them,
for instance—they will have a room
that is just full of supplies, supplies to
help a mother, to help a mother in a
crisis pregnancy get through the preg-
nancy, take care of that child, and to
give that child the very precious gift of
life.

Mr. Speaker, I would next yield to
the gentleman from Michigan for com-
ments he might make on the impor-
tance of pregnancy centers. While he is
getting to the microphone, let me just
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tell you a story that one of the preg-
nancy crisis centers told me. Again,
these are centers that frequently now
provide ultrasound exams.

And they tell me the story of a
woman who called the helpline seeking
an abortion, actually. She called the
pregnancy center helpline. She knew
very little about the emotional, phys-
ical, or spiritual repercussions of the
choice she was considering. She felt
alone, told by her boyfriend to ‘‘get rid
of it”’ or he was gone.

But the pregnancy center gave her a
choice. They scheduled an appoint-
ment. She came for the appointment.
And after seeing her 9-week-old baby’s
heartbeat and it move about playfully
in her womb, she decided to give this
child the gift of life.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. HUIZENGA).

Mr. HUIZENGA. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank my friend from Maryland for his
leadership and my friend from Cali-
fornia on this.

Mr. Speaker, I can’t think of any-
thing that is more important than
what we are talking about here in
Washington. There are three critical
foundations which our Nation was built
upon: the freedom of speech, the free-
dom of conscience, and the right to
life.

Thomas Jefferson, the author of the
Declaration of Independence and our
third President, said: ‘““No provision in
our Constitution ought to be dearer to
man than that which protects the
rights of conscience against the enter-
prises of the civil authority.”

What he means by civil authority is
government.

Mr. Speaker, as I stand here today in
the well of the House Chamber, Ameri-
cans’ freedom of conscience and our
right to life is, once again, under at-
tack, and this time in California. This
law at issue in California is a classic
example of government using its power
to force citizens to promote messages
that conflict with their personal be-
liefs.

Pro-life pregnancy centers are a valu-
able asset to women, to men, to the
families, and certainly to those babies.
Not only around the country but cer-
tainly in Michigan, these centers pro-
vide, at no charge, practical advice and
resources, information, emotional sup-
port for expecting mothers and those
fathers and families in need. As leaders
of this Nation, we should be offering
support, resources, and praises for
their efforts, not forcibly targeting
these PRCs with unconstitutional gov-
ernment mandates.

Through the work of my wife, Nat-
alie, who served for a number of years
on the board of a local pregnancy re-
source center in west Michigan, I have
seen firsthand the overwhelming posi-
tive impact that they have on the com-
munity. My sister-in-law still serves on
that board. This is real impact in real
lives, to women and certainly to their
babies.
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Now, maybe even more importantly,
even after that baby is born, these re-
source centers will oftentimes provide
care and clothing and education and
emotional support. I know in my own
church in west Michigan we regularly
have those dresser drives where we fill
a dresser for that pregnancy center,
and we are providing those diapers and
providing that formula. We are there to
help those mothers make it through.

Well, the Federal Government should
never force or attempt to coerce med-
ical professionals, employers, or re-
source centers to perform or promote
abortions against their beliefs. Our
basic freedoms and founding principles
were established to protect us from
that exact sort of intimidation.

Mr. Speaker, I want to again thank
my friends for leading this effort, but
these pregnancy resource centers work.
We know that. They offer compas-
sionate care to those who need it the
most and should be treasured by the
government and not targeted by them.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Michigan for his
comments. He brings up a good point.
These pregnancy centers don’t only
help mothers and give them choices;
they actually help the fathers as well.
A lot of times these fathers just don’t
know what fatherhood will be like, and
they mentor these fathers and, again,
begin to give that couple the ability to
create a loving household for that
child.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Arkansas (Mr. WESTERMAN) to
also speak on this topic.

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I,
too, rise in support of pro-life preg-
nancy centers, not only in the Fourth
District of Arkansas but all across our
country.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman
from Maryland, Dr. HARRIS, and my
colleague Mr. LAMALFA from Cali-
fornia for hosting this important time
so that we can come together and talk
about the great work that these crisis
pregnancy centers do.

In my hometown of Hot Springs, Ar-
kansas, in 1988, a crisis pregnancy cen-
ter was formed to assist young parents
and to protect innocent lives. In the
last 30 years, Change Point Pregnancy
Center has saved the lives of 2,821 ba-
bies by offering and advocating for al-
ternatives to abortion. This center is
comprised of compassionate volunteers
and staff who invest significant time
and energy in our posterity, making a
positive difference for our future.

Mr. Speaker, I know firsthand the
quality of these volunteers because my
own mother was one of them in the
early years of the crisis pregnancy cen-
ter, when it was just getting off the
ground.

In addition to free pregnancy testing
and ultrasounds, Change Point offers
diapers, wipes, and formula through
their Earn While You Learn program,
which offers supplies to families who
attend parenting classes at the center.
Families and churches like mine have
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been vital in supporting Change Point
Pregnancy Center, not only by volun-
teering but also by donating supplies
and baby bottles full of change to help
fund the center.

Change Point has taught more than
10,000 classes for both mothers and fa-
thers. As Mr. HARRIS mentioned, these
centers are not only for mothers, but
they also help fathers and they help
parents and families. They give fami-
lies the tools to succeed rather than
the stigma that burdens them.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to support
Change Point in their continued mis-
sion to provide care and support to
families in the Fourth District of Ar-
kansas, and I applaud these centers not
only from my home State but all
across the country for the great work
that they are doing.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Arkansas for those
words in support of these pro-life preg-
nancy centers. Tonight we are going to
hear, during this hour, from some of
the real leaders of the pro-life move-
ment; but, in this case, we should real-
ly call this the pro-choice movement
because that is what these pregnancy
centers actually do: they give women a
real choice.

A lot of women who come to these
pregnancy centers, of course, are pres-
sured or expect that they can’t bring
these pregnancies to fulfillment, to the
birth of a new life. And these preg-
nancy centers give them the choice to
do that. They provide the resources,
the support, the mentoring, the pray-
ers that these difficult pregnancies
need.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Iowa (Mr. KING), a pro-life leader,
to speak about these crisis pregnancy
centers.

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank Dr. HARRIS for leading on this
Special Order here this evening and ap-
preciate the opportunity to be recog-
nized.

There are a number of things that I
would point out. For starters, I chair
the Constitution Committee for a rea-
son, and the delivery by Mr. LAMALFA
on California’s horrible Reproductive
FACT Act law—it is not facts, by the
way, but it forces pro-life pregnancy
centers to provide free advertising for
the abortion industry.

I don’t think there is any question, if
you coerce people to advertise for
something that, in the first place, is
immoral and directly runs against the
convictions of the people who are vol-
unteering their time and those who are
contributing their resources to bring
about a crisis pregnancy center, which
is driven by the hearts of the pro-life
community in America—I can hardly
think of anything more important than
having that happen.

Now, freedom of speech is one thing.
You can’t limit speech. But for a State
to impose speech, that is another level.
That goes beyond. That is beyond the
pale of the constitutional First Amend-
ment rights.
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So as I think about crisis pregnancy
centers and what it matters and how it
matters to me and the district that I
represent: Not long after I was elected
to Congress, I went to Gabriel’s Corner
in Council Bluffs, Iowa. I walked in
there, a crisis pregnancy center, a
building that was built in what was an
empty lot across the street from
Planned Parenthood’s abortion center.
As I walked in there, they had a big
picture window they had set up and a
kneeler there so that you could be
there to look out through that window
and pray for those mothers who were
going into the Planned Parenthood.

And they said to me in that briefing
that if a mother was able to have a 4D
ultrasound then—this would be about,
say, 13, 14 years ago—that 70 percent of
the mothers would decide, once they
had seen the ultrasound, to keep the
baby.

As we walked through there, we fin-
ished the tour, and I said: Where is
your ultrasound?

They said: Well, we don’t have one.

I said: Why not?

They said: We can’t afford it.

They told me the price on it then was
$100,000 for a refurbished ultrasound. I
said: Let’s raise the money for the
ultrasound so that you can save 70 per-
cent of the lives of the babies who
come in here because of their mother.

So we set about the fundraising ef-
fort. I hardly got started and an anony-
mous benefactor showed up and said:
Why are you waiting? Why don’t you
have the ultrasound?

O 1830

I answered: We’re raising the money.

He said: Well, go buy the ultrasound,
but don’t tell anybody who I am.

So he wanted to be an anonymous
benefactor. We did that; set up the
ultrasound. The annual dinner for Ga-
briel’s Corner, the first little baby that
was saved by Gabriel’s Corner that we
knew was brought along to that dinner.
And I looked back in that dinner and
there was that man sitting in the table
clear back at the end, not talking to
anybody, but watching. Wow. I have
never forgotten what that meant.

Another occasion, an individual came
to me and he said: I'm in between ca-
reers. I need something to do.

As we discussed this, it came to the
foundational idea to establish Mary’s
Choice in Sioux City, Iowa. They went
ahead with that, a Catholic pregnancy
center, a crisis pregnancy center. As
they followed through, they built that
next to—or they developed it next to
Planned Parenthood’s abortion clinic.

Planned Parenthood couldn’t stand
the guilt of people praying for them, so
they built a big fence, thinking that
was going to block the prayers. Well, 1
think it attracted them instead. The
last time I was there, I had my picture
taken in front of the Planned Parent-
hood center in Sioux City. There is a
Century 21 real estate sign in front of
there, and you can’t read ‘Planned
Parenthood of the Heartland”’ any
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longer on there except in the glue,
where they pulled the sign off. It is for
sale, or may be sold by now.

Progress has been made, lives have
been saved. The respect for innocent,
unborn human life has grown. And to
muzzle them, or force a speech, not
just limiting their freedom of speech,
but forcing speech—so I just looked at
my iPhone here, and there are a num-
ber of wultrasounds that have been
texted to me. I am kind of like, I guess
I would say, the number one proponent
of procreation in Congress, as far as I
know.

Here is one. It says: ‘“Baby looked
good yesterday. Moving like crazy on
the ultrasound.”

I answer: “This is so beautiful. I'll
keep my prayers going. This
ultrasound is an answer to them. God’s
blessings.”’

Next ultrasound comes along. This is
dated just last Friday. I sent back:
“What is the heartbeat rate for this
perfect little miracle?”’

She answers: ‘161 beats per minute.”

And then I say: ‘“‘Purring along like a
finely-tuned racing motor, that little
miracle.”

‘“Yes, and she’s moving all around” is
the answer.

And here is the conclusion of this. I
just think this is so important to im-
plant this in our memory.

She answered this way, this mother:
“These ultrasounds are amazing.
Watching her stretch and cross her
legs, curl up her hand, suck her thumb.
At 19 weeks, I can’t imagine anyone
contemplating abortion would proceed
with it after seeing that in their own
little baby.”

That little baby is my little grand-
daughter, and I am going to stand up
for life so long as I live.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Iowa for those
touching comments. Again, this is
about giving mothers choices.

You know, one has to ask the ques-
tion: Why in the world don’t abortion
clinics show ultrasounds? What are
they afraid of? Are they afraid of giv-
ing a woman a real choice, of actually
seeing that baby, of denying the fact
that it is not a blob of tissue, it is ac-
tually a baby with a heartbeat?

It is a baby that moves. It is your
child. But they don’t get that choice in
an abortion clinic. They get it at a cri-
sis pregnancy center.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. ARRINGTON) for his re-
marks.

Mr. ARRINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman from Maryland,
Dr. HARRIS, for his leadership on the
most sacred of issues.

Mr. Speaker, in the shadow of over 60
million precious American lives abort-
ed in the United States, there is light.
This light shines through the roughly
2,000 pro-life pregnancy centers in com-
munities across our Nation, including
mine in west Texas. These pregnancy
centers are dedicated to serving 2.3
million women a year. That is 6,500 a
day.
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Because of their good work, pro-
viding ultrasounds, medical services,
and parenting classes, and even minis-
tering to their deeper emotional and
spiritual needs, these pregnancy cen-
ters save lives, hundreds of thousands
of lives.

You see, Mr. Speaker, they believe,
like a lot of us do, that all life is a gift
from God and deserves their constitu-
tional right to life, liberty, and the
pursuit of happiness. But now these
pro-life pregnancy centers in California
are being forced by law to advertise in
a way that goes directly against their
mission and, more importantly, their
conscience.

The State of California mandates
that these pregnancy centers disclose
how patients can obtain a State-spon-
sored abortion. California, in my opin-
ion, is abusing the power of the State
to force people to post messages they
do not believe in and which violate
their conscience.

Government coercion of speech or
conduct that violates the religious con-
science of an individual is in direct vio-
lation of the First Amendment. The
Founders intentionally listed the right
to freely express our religious beliefs
first because they recognized the vital
role faith in God plays in cultivating a
moral foundation necessary for this
democratic society.

While this inherent right to religious
expression is being undermined, the
Constitution could not be clearer on
this question. I am confident the Su-
preme Court will uphold this sacred
right against the heavy hand of govern-
ment coercion.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Texas for those
comments. He is absolutely right. No
matter where you stand on the issue of
abortion, you should stand with the
First Amendment on the right of an in-
dividual not to have their speech com-
pelled by the government; and that is
what at stake in this court case.

I want to just thank God that we
have a President who understands the
importance of these constitutional
bases, and one who, I believe, will
nominate Justices to the Supreme
Court who will continue to uphold the
First Amendment and the other
amendments to the Constitution.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from Missouri (Mrs. HARTZLER),
a pro-life leader in the House of Rep-
resentatives.

Mrs. HARTZLER. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman and Representa-
tive LAMALFA for hosting tonight’s
Special Order to draw attention to the
wonderful benefits of crisis pregnancy
centers.

I would like to share the story of two
women. Summer is a smart 17-year-old
who is in love with her first love, John.
Although their parents are concerned
about how serious they have gotten,
they spend as much time together as
possible. They soon find out that their
college plans are in jeopardy when they
discover that they are pregnant.
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Tanya is a 40-year-old single mom
with three kids. She works at a local
restaurant as a server, and she gets by
with the help of Federal welfare pro-
grams. She has been seeing Sam off and
on for the past several months, but
they recently broke up. Now she finds
out that she is pregnant. She can’t
handle one more mouth to feed. Abor-
tion seems to be the only option.

Summer’s and Tanya’s situations are
different, yet they both can find help
and hope through their local crisis
pregnancy centers. Like over 2.3 mil-
lion women and men across America,
they can receive pregnancy tests;
ultrasounds; parenting classes; and
other basic necessities, such as mater-
nity and baby clothing, through these
centers. These vital centers are making
a huge difference for so many.

Pregnancy care centers provide a safe
haven for women in crisis. In other
words, they provide a safe haven for
pregnant moms who need love and sup-
port as they welcome their babies into
the world. There are more than 2,300
pregnancy care centers throughout
America. Some of these clinics provide
medical care, housing for expectant
moms and their children, and adoption
referrals.

I am thankful for the Shiloh Center
in Harrisonville, Missouri, my home-
town. The Shiloh Center welcomes
moms in difficult circumstances, offer-
ing hope and help, enabling each moth-
er to choose life for her baby. Like
many other centers, the Shiloh Center
provides free pregnancy testing,
ultrasound services, counseling, and
educational resources.

The Shiloh Center also provides pre-
natal care for pregnant moms, and en-
sures that new moms are equipped with
baby clothes, diapers, and formula for
their little ones.

There are thousands of these centers
across America. I would like to high-
light the wonderful pregnancy care
centers in my district: Crossroads
Pregnancy Resource Center in Warsaw,
Missouri; My Life Clinic in Columbia,
Missouri; Pregnancy Health Center
Lake of the Ozarks in Camdenton, Mis-
souri; Door of Hope Pregnancy Center
in Clinton, Missouri; New Beginnings
Women’s Center in Warrensburg, Mis-
souri; Pregnancy Support Center in
Lebanon, Missouri; Birthright of Seda-
lia in Sedalia, Missouri; Free Women’s
Center of Pulaski County in
Waynesville, Missouri; Birthright of
Moberly in Moberly, Missouri; Birth-
right of Nevada in Nevada, Missouri;
and Choices Pregnancy Center in
Marshfield, Missouri.

I am grateful to each of these centers
for the countless hours of community
service and client care lovingly offered
to women like Summer and Tanya and
thousands in similar circumstances ex-
periencing challenging life cir-
cumstances. They are bringing prac-
tical help and hope, and that is the
best story of all.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman from Missouri (Mrs.
HARTZLER) for her comments.
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Just to remind people, you Kknow,
there are things you find in a crisis
pregnancy center you just don’t find in
your local Planned Parenthood. Almost
all of them will have a room where do-
nated clothing—clothing that, you
know, most of it used. Yeah, that is the
way it is. People who have had chil-
dren, their children are grown. They
will donate their clothing to a preg-
nancy center to help those mothers
who need help, mothers who perhaps
feel they can’t financially afford to
have a child because they have to buy
clothing for a child, they have to buy
diapers. These pregnancy centers give
them a real choice.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from North Carolina (Ms.
FoxX), another pro-life leader in the
House of Representatives.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. HARRIS)
for leading this Special Order tonight
and for yielding to me.

Mr. Speaker, today I rise to recognize
the life-affirming and lifesaving work
done across the country by pro-life
pregnancy centers.

I have the privilege of representing
the New Hope Pregnancy Compassion
Care Center in Yadkinville, North
Carolina; and I am proud to share the
testimony of a young woman who per-
fectly encapsulates what these care
centers do.

She writes: “The day I found out I
was pregnant, I was very upset and
didn’t know what to do. I had so many
different emotions and knew that it
was going to be very hard, especially
with me still being in college. I didn’t
know how I was going to tell my par-
ents, my family, or my church. After
having two positive pregnancy tests, I
decided to go to Compassion Care Cen-
ter. This was one of the best decisions
I could have ever made.

“When I got there, I took another
pregnancy test and it was positive.
After that, I ended up having an
ultrasound. After I seen my little baby
on the ultrasound, I was lost for words.
I had so many emotions and felt like I
had no one. After my ultrasound, I
ended up talking to a staff person
about life and about this new baby. I
told her how scared I was to tell my
parents and how bad of a person I felt
because of this. Even though this baby
was not planned by me, God had
planned it for me. She explained to me
that even though I was still in college
and still living at home, that she knew
that I could do this and get through
this. After we talked for a while about
my life, the new baby, and religion, we
prayed together.

“I ended up going home after that
and telling my parents. It was very
hard for them to cope with at first, but
eventually they accepted it. I started
going back to Compassion Care every
week after that to take classes that of-
fered videos about pregnancy and ba-
bies. Watching those videos helped me
so much because it was a lot of new in-
formation that I did not know.
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“I earned points every time that I
came to watch these videos by watch-
ing them and doing homework sheets.
The points I earned I could use to buy
stuff in the store. The store had many
different items that I could get. I got
maternity clothes, baby clothes, dia-
pers, wipes, and toys. These items
helped me tremendously.

“Without Compassion Care offering
these classes and items, I wouldn’t
have known what to do. I have learned
so much stuff that I didn’t know before
and they have given me the best sup-
port. I absolutely love everyone there
and appreciate everything that they
have done for me. I just recently had
my daughter, and she has become my
entire life.

“I know one thing, though, if I would
have not been involved with Compas-
sion Care Center, I would not have been
able to do this. They were a lifesaver
and I cannot express enough how
thankful I am that they were there for
me every step of the way.”

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman from North Carolina
for comments.

Again, just reminding, as the gentle-
woman said, these are centers that pro-
vide true resources to women at a time
when they are very, very vulnerable. I
can’t imagine why a city council or a
State legislature, or any jurisdiction,
or any legislature would want to—what
amounts to—close these centers down,
because these are people who believe
abortion is wrong.
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They are not going to refer people for
abortions. That is the bottom line.
They will close their doors before they
will send someone to something that
they think is morally reprehensible,
and the last thing the State should do
is compel them to ever do that. Why we
would want to close these centers down
that are so vital to our communities is
a puzzle to me.

Mr. Speaker, I yield as much time as
he may consume to the gentleman
from Washington (Mr. NEWHOUSE) for
his comments.

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman from Maryland
for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I rise to speak in sup-
port of the First Amendment free
speech rights of pro-life pregnancy cen-
ters across the Nation. I want to thank
my colleagues, Congressman ANDY
HARRIS as well as Congressman DOUG
LAMALFA, for leading this Special
Order this evening.

Mr. Speaker, our Declaration of Inde-
pendence proclaims that life, liberty,
and the pursuit of happiness are God-
given rights of all people. If we truly
believe that, then we must be con-
sistent that the right to life is inherent
for every person, born or unborn.

National Institute of Family and Life
Advocates v. Becerra is a case before
the Supreme Court that centers on the
right of free speech of pro-life licensed
medical centers. Under California’s
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State law, these centers are forced to
violate their conscientious objections
and post written advertisements for
free or low-cost abortions subsidized by
the State.

I would ask: What could be more
deeply offensive to any person who
shares the strongly held belief that
abortion takes innocent lives?

I believe that this unjust law violates
First Amendment protections under
our Constitution, and the ramifications
of this Court decision will be felt
across the Nation.

There are nearly a dozen crisis preg-
nancy centers in central Washington
State, and most are in the Fourth Con-
gressional District, which I represent.
Life Choices Pregnancy Medical Center
in Yakima, which I recently visited, is
a pregnancy medical center that pro-
vides pregnancy testing, medical con-
sultation, STD testing, and adoption
referrals for expectant mothers.

Crisis pregnancy centers exist to sup-
port mothers, fathers, and their chil-
dren. Many provide free material re-
sources for young families and ongoing
parental support. These centers exist
to further the progress and protection
of innocent life.

I signed onto the amicus brief sup-
porting NIFLA with more than 140 col-
leagues because States do not have the
right to force private individuals or en-
tities to compel speech that violates
their conscience.

I am proud of the House of Rep-
resentatives’ work to protect the sanc-
tity of life, such as the Born-Alive
Abortion Survivors Protection Act,
which I supported, to ensure that chil-
dren who survive an abortion or an at-
tempted abortion are given proper
medical treatment. Today I stand with
my colleagues to be a voice for the
voiceless and to stand for the right of
free speech of all who believe in the
sanctity of life.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank the gentleman from Washington
for those comments. He points out that
each of our districts have numerous
pregnancy centers, usually. In fact, cri-
sis pregnancy centers outnumber abor-
tion clinics three to one. These are val-
uable resources in anyone’s district, in
any town, any county.

What is at issue here is, if you had a
nonprofit running a recreation center
in your neighborhood and it provided
resources to troubled teenagers after
school, this would be like the State
telling that recreation center, ‘Do you
know what? You have got to promote a
certain religion in your recreation cen-
ter,” or, “‘Do you know what? You have
got to put out certain political pam-
phlets of one political party on your
desk when people come in the door.”
We would be incensed with that. This is
exactly what California is attempting
to do with this law to these pro-life cri-
sis pregnancy centers.

With that, I yield as much time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. WILLIAMS) for his com-
ments.
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Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Dr. HARRIS for yielding me this time.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to take
this time to recognize pro-life preg-
nancy centers and all the good they do
for mothers and their unborn children.

As a God-fearing father and grand-
father, I have always believed that life
begins at the moment of conception.
No one should ever be forced to pro-
mote the abortion of an unborn baby
against their will.

Rather than protecting free speech, a
constitutional right, the Federal Gov-
ernment is extorting speech by forcing
these pregnancy centers to contradict
their pro-life message.

During my time in Congress, I have
visited multiple pro-life pregnancy cen-
ters around the 25th District of Texas.
In particular, I would like to highlight
the Austin Pregnancy Resource Center
and the Cleburne Pregnancy Center,
both of which I have been to.

These outstanding centers provide re-
sources, information, and emotional
support for those soon-to-be moms.
They also provide after-care for moms
and their baby, such as supplies, cloth-
ing, and education, as we previously
heard. Women deserve to know there
are better options than abortion and
that there are facilities out there to
help them.

The bottom line, Americans and or-
ganizations should not be forced by the
government to promote ideas that con-
flict with their beliefs. As a steadfast
pro-life supporter, I will continue advo-
cating for the rights of the unborn and
the centers that fight for them.

In God we trust.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Texas and, again,
remind everyone that these are such
valuable resources in their towns and
their neighborhoods.

I yield as much time as he may con-
sume to the gentleman from Louisiana
(Mr. JOHNSON).

One thing about Congress is we have
people with all different areas of exper-
tise, but on this particular issue, the
gentleman from Louisiana brings par-
ticular expertise because of his back-
ground as a lawyer and one who has de-
fended religious liberty in courtrooms
here in the United States, protecting
that very important right given to us
in the First Amendment that is at
issue, at issue in this California case.

Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana. Mr.
Speaker, I thank Dr. HARRIS for this
time this evening and all of our strong
colleagues who are standing with us
today for the Constitution and for the
sanctity of human life.

You know, Psalm 127 says:

Children are a heritage from the Lord, a
reward from him.

For most women, of course, finding
out they are pregnant is certainly a
beautiful moment in their life. Often,
it is an answer to years of prayer. How-
ever, of course, there are times when
the heavy responsibility of carrying a
child can bring uncertainty. That is
why the work of thousands of pro-life
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pregnancy centers throughout our Na-
tion is so vital.

Hundreds of thousands of women
have sought the guidance and the serv-
ices of these pregnancy centers nation-
wide, and they have been embraced and
supported with unconditional love and
care throughout their entire preg-
nancies. These centers serve the
woman, the child, and their whole fam-
ily.

There are more than six pregnancy
care centers in Louisiana’s Fourth
Congressional District—that is my dis-
trict—from the Community Care Cen-
ter, the Northwest Louisiana Crisis
Pregnancy Center, and Mary’s House in
the northern part of our district to the
Community Pregnancy Center, the
New Life Crisis Pregnancy Center, and
the Cenla Pregnancy Center in the
southern part of our district. These
centers work day in and day out to
serve our communities. I know these
folks well. They are selfless servants
down in the trenches.

Over the past two decades, I have
provided pro bono legal services to al-
most all of these centers and many
more around the country, and I have
often defended their causes in court be-
cause I believe so very strongly in what
they do: they save lives and they pro-
vide critical care, like performing
ultrasounds and counseling services
and parenting classes and so much
more, and they do this at zero cost to
the persons who are receiving these
vital services.

They also do it with zero Federal
funding, by the way, and they save
their clients and taxpayers hundreds of
thousands of dollars every year.

As fathers and mothers and sisters
and brothers and friends, I think Mem-
bers of Congress have to stand with
these pregnancy care centers through-
out our districts, and we ought to sup-
port these women and their children
and their families, especially in times
as precious as pregnancy when they
need us most.

As Dr. HARRIS mentioned, on March
20, my former colleagues at the Alli-
ance Defending Freedom will stand be-
fore the U.S. Supreme Court, and they
will argue on behalf of National Insti-
tute of Family and Life Advocates and
its affiliated pregnancy centers in Cali-
fornia.

All of us ask and expect the High
Court to protect the freedom of speech
not just for pregnancy care centers,
but for anyone who would be forced by
the government to speak a message
that contradicts their sincerely held
beliefs. It is absolutely absurd for the
State of California to try to force pro-
life centers to provide information on
abortion services.

The outcome of this case could not
only affect the freedom of speech for
every American, it could save count-
less innocent lives. This is a pivotal
moment in our Nation’s history, and
we pray the Court will uphold our fun-
damental liberty, the sanctity of every
single human life, and the best of our
American traditions.
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Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Louisiana not only
for those excellent remarks, but for
bringing this kind of expertise to the
House of Representatives.

Now I yield as much time as he may
consume to the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. SMITH).

Mr. SMITH is a leader in protecting
human rights around the world, from
the U.S. House of Representatives, a
leader in protecting life and, in this
case, giving his remarks about how im-
portant pro-life pregnancy centers are
to our Nation and our communities and
how damaging this law would be.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I thank Dr. HARRIS for his
leadership for many, many years. He is
an extraordinary physician—Johns
Hopkins and so many other places
where he has been an anesthesiologist,
and we are so grateful for the expertise
and precision that he brings. Doctors
can focus in a way that makes it so
clear and so nonambiguous.

In defense of life, never has that mes-
sage been more important than now be-
cause there is so much fuzziness, so
much distortion, and it is about time
clarity breaks out when it comes to the
abortion issue. We have never had that
national debate.

In a way, we have had it in a minor
way, in a micro way. Every time a
woman goes in and has an ultrasound,
she walks away seeing her baby still in
utero. The first baby pictures today, as
we all know, are not newborns. On the
refrigerators all across America, the
first baby pictures happen to be unborn
babies, and we all are thrilled when we
see our children and grandchildren up
on the refrigerator as an unborn baby.
That is the first thing they see as they
begin to comprehend what they are
looking at: “That is me while I was
still in Mommy.”’

As Dr. HARRIS pointed out in his
opening, the Supreme Court does take
up this case next week, NIFLA v.
Becerra, the California law that re-
quires medically licensed pregnancy
centers to advertise for the abortion
industry by putting up notices. Telling
clients where to get free and low-cost
abortions is an egregious—an egre-
gious—violation of the First Amend-
ment Free Speech Clause.

The government should not compel,
should not coerce an organization or
organizations and the people behind
them to facilitate the dismemberment
and chemical poisoning of unborn chil-
dren, which is exactly what abortion is.
The sophistry of choice cloaks the
deed, and the deed is all about taking
that child apart through dismember-
ment or through a chemical poison.

Dr. HARRIS spoke earlier about
ultrasounds. We know that when abor-
tion is done, many types of abortions,
they use an ultrasound. Ultrasound-
guided abortions make it easier for
them to dismember the child. And it
was Abby Johnson who ran a clinic,
was director of a clinic in Texas for
about 8 years, a Planned Parenthood
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clinic, who quit when she finally saw
on that screen an ultrasound-guided
abortion and was repelled and repulsed
by how that child was being killed by a
so-called physician. She was repulsed.
She became a very strong pro-lifer
since then.

Let me say one thing about preg-
nancy care centers. There are about
2,752 in the country, according to
Heartbeat International, and the num-
bers are growing. There are many in
my district, like Dr. HARRIS said are in
his as well.

A few years ago, my wife and I went
to a pregnancy care banquet in Mid-
dlesex County, New Jersey. Two
women got up and spoke so eloquently
and with tears in their eyes about how
they were scheduled and actually en
route to the abortion at the clinic, and
there were these compassionate
women, selfless women who said:
Please reconsider. Please take a look
at the alternatives. We will help you.

Both of those women turned around,
two different times, and went back and
had their babies.

With tears in their eyes, two young
girls got up a little later, and at first
we thought they were just going to
talk about how committed they were
to life. They talked about school and
sports and boys, but at the end of their
talk, they looked at the director of the
pregnancy care center and her volun-
teers and thanked them for being there
outside that abortion clinic that day,
the day that their moms were sched-
uled to abort them.

Mr. Speaker, in an amicus brief sub-
mitted by a head of the NIFLA v.
Becerra oral arguments, 13 women told
their stories of the care and the hope
that they received from pregnancy care
centers, and here, briefly, is Angela’s
story.

Angela grew up in a very difficult
household and turned to drugs when
she was 14 years old. Angela continued
to wrestle with addiction and, at 31,
discovered she was pregnant. Although
she made an appointment for an abor-
tion, she decided to keep the baby.

Because of her addiction and the cir-
cumstance of her pregnancy, she felt
she could not turn to her family for
support, so she found a pregnancy care
center. This one was in New York.

At her first appointment, staff
showed Angela her baby through an
ultrasound.

O 1900

Mr. Speaker, let me remind you that
Dr. Bernard Nathanson, the cofounder
of NARAL, who said, ‘I have come to
the agonizing conclusion that I pre-
sided over 60,000 deaths,” was one of
leaders in the sixties and seventies in
promoting abortion throughout this
country, and was very effective at it.
When he became pro-life, he said:

If wombs had windows, if every woman
prior to an abortion would see an ultrasound
of her baby, she would run out of that clinic.

Well, the pregnancy care center peo-
ple in New York showed Angela the
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ultrasound, and she was enamored,
touched deeply by the baby—her
baby—that she saw on the screen.

They met with her weekly as the
pregnancy progressed, always staying
by her side, and a staff member was
with her in the hospital when she deliv-
ered.

After Angela gave birth to her son,
Cameryn, the staff helped her to enroll
in WIC and to reach out to New York’s
Department of Social Services.

She continued to come to the preg-
nancy center—this is all in the friend-
of-the-court brief—for parenting
courses and for support in staying
clean of those drugs that had so hurt
her life.

She writes:

I always thought that people were fake,
but they are genuine, particularly at the
center. This is who they really are. They will
help me. And they are helping to raise my
son.

Looking forward to life now, she
credits the center with giving her sup-
port so that she doesn’t turn back to
drugs.

Women and children across our Na-
tion share similar stories. I have heard
many, many of those stories over my
time in the pro-life movement. And
every time you meet one of those
women—because we argue, Dr. HARRIS
and I and all of those in the pro-life
movement, that there are two victims
in every abortion. The obvious is the
dead child, who is dismembered or
chemically poisoned; and the mother.

And pregnancy care centers are all
about life affirmation, loving them
both. And to be told by California,
“You must advertise how to kill that
baby,” when you are about loving them
both, like I said at the beginning, is an
egregious violation of the First Amend-
ment. And I do believe, and I know Dr.
HARRIS and others on our side of this
issue believe, that the Supreme Court
will see that as such and render that
law moot.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank the gentleman from New Jersey
very much for his comments.

It is a shame that here in the United
States, with the freedoms that we have
guaranteed in our Constitution, that
this even has to come before a court. It
is so clear that it is unconstitutional
to compel speech against someone’s be-
liefs—political, religious beliefs. These
are what our Nation is founded on, and
to compel these clinics to do this is
something that shouldn’t even enter
the thoughts of anyone.

Again, we would never compel any
other nonprofit existing on donations
and the neighborhood providing things
to people in those neighborhoods and
communities. We wouldn’t think of
compelling, again, political speech. We
wouldn’t think of compelling religious
activity.

Yet, here, California attempts to
compel these volunteers, these clinics,
who work on providing such a valuable
choice to the women in their commu-
nity, to essentially refer for an abor-
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tion that is against all the deeply held
beliefs of these individuals.

Mr. Speaker, I want to read the sto-
ries of some of the women who go to
these clinics, because this really is
about choice. This is about institutions
in a community that offer true choice.
Now, these are stories from the preg-
nancy centers in my community.

So let me first tell you about Mi-
randa. Mr. Speaker, 19-year-old Mi-
randa came to this pregnancy center
with her boyfriend and learned she was
9 weeks pregnant. Miranda worked 9
hours a day as a cashier at a Home
Depot. She, honestly, was not happy
with the positive results of her test.
She didn’t think she could raise a baby,
and nobody had any faith in her.

You see, a year earlier, Miranda had
had an abortion. She still cries at the
recollection and feels the pain of what
she had done. She didn’t want to make
that choice again, but her cir-
cumstances hadn’t changed, and she
felt that that is what she had to do.

Now, the volunteer counselor praised
Miranda for working full time and get-
ting her GED. The volunteer counselor
explained how Miranda could obtain
healthcare, and how that clinic’s Earn
While You Learn Program would edu-
cate her on prenatal care and par-
enting, as well as provide her with
much-needed baby supplies once the
baby was born.

Then Miranda saw the fetal models
depicting a 9-week-old fetus. She
couldn’t believe what she was seeing.
She asked so many questions, like:
When does the heart start beating?
Would it be possible for her to hear the
beating heart? When does the baby
start kicking?

You see, Miranda explained that the
abortion clinic she had been to a year
before never told her about the devel-
opment of the baby. She had been 15
weeks pregnant at the time she abort-
ed.

It was so surprising for her to see the
truth in those baby models. Nobody
ever told her that her baby had been so
fully developed. Miranda said that the
best part about coming to the preg-
nancy center was that they ‘“‘told her
she could do it.” You see, she had never
heard that before. Nobody had ever
told her that. She had a real choice
now.

Here is a story about Laura. When
Laura came to the center 2 years ago,
she was feeling nauseated and miser-
able. The timing of her pregnancy
couldn’t be worse. She had recently
discovered that her mother had been
diagnosed with late stage liver disease.

Laura, too, was post-abortive. Her
previous abortion was a terrible experi-
ence that left her emotionally scarred,
of course, as it leaves many women.

She didn’t want to have another
abortion, but felt she had no choice.
She wanted to be there for her mom
during her mother’s time of need.

Now, the volunteer advocate in the
clinic spent lots of time just listening
to Laura. It became clear that Laura
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really wanted to keep her baby but was
lost in trying to figure out how.

Mr. Speaker, this is a recurring story
in these pregnancy centers. There is a
reason why they used to be called crisis
pregnancy centers. These are women
frequently in crisis who want to have
that choice but don’t see the way out
of their circumstances.

Well, this counselor helped Laura
navigate through the muddy waters of
her life and envision a future with her
child.

Soon, Laura’s fear began to subside.
A sonogram revealed a T7-week-old
baby. In a tearful voice, Laura said:
“That is my baby.”

Since then, Laura has returned to
the center weekly, participating in
their prenatal education classes. She
actually moved in with her mother so
she could help her through her illness.
Laura’s hope is that her mom will be
strong enough to hold the baby and
spend her last days on Earth with her
grandchild.

Mr. Speaker, that is the kind of hope
that pregnancy centers give women
and their families. And, often, two
lives are saved in these pregnancy cen-
ters: the child’s and the mother’s.

An unplanned pregnancy can provide
an opportunity and inspiration for a
woman to get her life back on track; in
these two cases, to actually start the
family. A pregnancy can give a woman
a reason to live, to take care of that
child; a reason to go back to school to
finish her education, as we heard about
Miranda; a reason to reconcile with her
family.

As a father of five, and everyone who
has been a parent knows this: we know
how parenthood truly fundamentally
transforms a person well before the
child is born.

From the time you know that you
are going to have a new baby in the
family, as well as every moment after-
ward, life is precious, life is priceless.
Pregnancy centers support women dur-
ing every step of that journey of pro-
viding a new life, a gift from God.

Mr. Speaker, next week, the Court
will hear a case that perhaps threatens
the very existence of crisis pregnancy
centers and pro-life pregnancy centers
in the United States. I hope that those
nine Justices have the wisdom to see
that, in America, that a jurisdiction—
whether it is California or Baltimore,
Montgomery County, or Austin, Texas,
or any jurisdiction—that has tried to
compel speech in these pregnancy cen-
ters is violating our constitutional
rights and, worse than that, is really
affecting valuable resources in our
community, the most valuable re-
source a woman with a crisis preg-
nancy can have.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.
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HONORING CONGRESSWOMAN
MARCY KAPTUR, THE LONGEST
SERVING WOMAN IN THE HIS-
TORY OF THE UNITED STATES
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2017, the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. MAXINE WATERS) is rec-
ognized for 60 minutes as the designee
of the minority leader.

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
Mr. Speaker, as this month is Women’s
History Month, it is my honor to rise
today to recognize my distinguished
colleague, the gentlewoman from Ohio
(Ms. KAPTUR), as she becomes the long-
est serving woman in the history of the
United States House of Representa-
tives.

On March 18, 2018, Congresswoman
KAPTUR will have served in the House
for 35 years, or a total of 12,858 days.

While Congresswoman KAPTUR earns
a notable place in American history for
her length of service, her true accom-
plishment is the profound impact that
she has had on this Nation through her
legislative work, her leadership, her
representation of the northern Ohio
district, and her steadfast commitment
to addressing critically important
issues.

I think about Congresswoman KAP-
TUR every evening that I am in Wash-
ington, D.C., because when I leave the
Capitol, I drive past the marvelous
beautiful World War II national memo-
rial, which would not exist but for the
tireless work of Congresswoman KAP-
TUR.

After being approached by a con-
stituent, Congresswoman KAPTUR first
proposed legislation in 1987. She began
a yearlong effort to have that legisla-
tion enacted into law, and turned the
World War II monument into a reality.

Congresswoman KAPTUR’S commit-
ment to that project symbolizes what
her colleagues know about her. MARCY
KAPTUR is one of the hardest working
Members of the United States Con-
gress, and she is one of the most dedi-
cated advocates for the people and the
values that she represents.

Congresswoman KAPTUR is a commu-
nity organizer and a serious public pol-
icymaker. She serves on the House Ap-
propriations Committee, where she is
an incredibly powerful voice for appro-
priate spending levels for programs and
projects important to working families
across the country.

She serves as the ranking member on
the Subcommittee on Energy and
Water Development, and Related Agen-
cies, where she has been tremendously
impactful on promoting U.S. energy
independence and the protection of the
natural resources.

Congresswoman KAPTUR previously
served on the Committee on Banking,
Finance and Urban Affairs, which is
now known as the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services.

0 1915

As the current ranking member of
the Financial Services Committee, I
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am grateful that Congresswoman KAP-
TUR has not lost interest in financial
issues. In fact, she has remained ex-
tremely engaged on issues pertaining
to Wall Street. She has been a leader in
responding to issues that arose or were
painfully identified during the finan-
cial crisis.

Congresswoman KAPTUR and I regu-
larly speak about financial services
matters. She shares articles and mate-
rials with me about key individuals on
Wall Street. She finds and shares infor-
mation with me on individuals’ and
firms’ involvement in creating finan-
cial products or engaging in activities
that might be harmful to consumers.

I am thankful to have the benefit of
her thoughts on these matters. Con-
gresswoman KAPTUR has the courage of
her convictions even in the face of
fierce opposition. Since the 1990s, the
Congresswoman has been a proponent
for the reestablishment of the Glass-
Steagall barriers between investment
banking and traditional depository
banks. Although her legislation on this
matter has been considered controver-
sial, Congresswoman KAPTUR has stood
by her convictions out of a sincere de-
sire for protecting working families
and Main Street over the interests of
Wall Street.

Congresswoman KAPTUR supports
policies that are good for her district
without hesitation. For instance, she
fought tirelessly to combat threats to
Lake Erie. Congresswoman KAPTUR is a
strong advocate in so many areas like
national security, energy independ-
ence, and support for the Armed
Forces. Her attention to important
issues, her dedication, her skills as a
legislator, and her work ethic should
serve as an example for all public serv-
ants. I am proud and honored to call
MARCY KAPTUR not only my colleague,
but my friend.

So I would like to say congratula-
tions to Congresswoman MARCY KAP-
TUR for taking her place in American
history as the longest serving woman
in the House. I would like to say to the
Congresswoman that I am not so sure
that I should have worked with others
to sneak up on her tonight and make
this a surprise, and I know that, in
doing that, she has been sitting there
thinking about working on and coming
up with things that should be said
about Wall Street. But tonight we are
talking about MARCY KAPTUR, we are
not talking about Wall Street. We will
talk about that later on.

But let me just say that the gentle-
woman has been a wonderful and ex-
tremely acknowledgeable voice and
someone who understands the history,
not only of Wall Street, but many of
the players who have played over the
years who were responsible for some of
the problems that caused us to have
the recession that we got involved in in
2008.

So I thank the gentlewoman for her
caring about Main Street, and I thank
the gentlewoman for knowing and
spending time on these financial issues
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